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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made: 

2. Claim 1-5 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over On 
et al (U.S. patent 6,175,428) in view of Bradley et al (U.S. patent 6,466,328). 

Regarding claim 1 and 19 On et al disclose: An imaging system, comprising: an 
image processor configured to generate image data representing an image (please note 
Figs.2 and 4, item 260 the image processor, column 7 lines 24-26) a storage device 
configured to store the image data (please note Figs.2 and 4 item 280 column 7 lines 
28-31 where the image data which was processed by the processor is stored in the 
memory 280) a print driver configured to generate instructions corresponding to the 
image data (please note Figs.2 and 4 item 240 the printer driver, column 7 lines 32-34) 
an image maker configured to generate a representation of the image in accordance 
with the drive instructions (please note Figs.2 and 4 item 250 the printer that prints the 
image data according to the printer driver 240 instructions). However On et al do not 
quite teach: a first communications network interconnecting the image processor and 
the print driver; and a second communications network, different than the first 
communications network, interconnecting the image processor, the print driver, and the 
storage device. On the other hand Bradley et al disclose: a first communications 
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network interconnecting the image processor and the print driver (please note Figs. 1 
and 2 device 16a items 50 and 53 the image processor and printer driver respectively, 
column 7 lines 28-38) and a second communications network different than the first 
communications network (please note Fig.1 LAN item 20 and second network Wan item 
26) interconnecting the image processor (please note Fig.1 item 16d the print driver 
(please note Fig.1 item 16d) and the storage device (please note Fig.1 device 18 item 
84). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art at the time of 
the invention to modify On et al's invention according to the teaching of Bradley et al, 
where Bradley et al in the same filed of endeavor teach the way modification was made 
to the On et al to user the second network "Wan" to communicate with the server 
memory or the purpose of making the communication more robust. 

Regarding claim 2 Bradley et al disclose: A system according to claim 1, 
wherein: the image processor is further configured to write the generated image data to 
the storage device via the second communications network (please note column 5 lines 
57-66) and the print driver is further configured to read the stored image data from the 
storage device via the second communications network (please note column 7 lines 38- 
49). 

Regarding claim 3 Bradley et al disclose: A system according to claim 2, wherein: 
the image processor is further configured to generate a message indicative of the image 
data having been written to the storage device and to transmit the message to the print 
driver via the first communications network (please note column 6 lines 18-31 ). 
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Regarding claim 4 and 20 On et al disclose: A system according to claim 1 , 
wherein: the image processor is a raster image processor (please note column 7 lines 
29-34) the storage device is part of a single pool of storage devices; the image maker is 
one of a color proofer and an image setter and the second communications network 
includes respective dedicated links between the image processor and the pool of 
storage devices and between the print driver and the pool of storage devices (please 
note Bradley et al, Fig.3 item 84 where the storage includes application programs, print 
spooler ,spool file). 

Regarding claim 5 Bradley et al disclose: A system according to claim 4, wherein: 
the first communications network includes links having a first bandwidth; the dedicated 
links have a second bandwidth greater than the first bandwidth (please note column 4 
lines 23-49). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 1,13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bradley et 
al (U.S. Patent 6,466,328) in view of Ariga (U.S. patent 6,415,331) 

Regarding claim 1 1 Bradley et al disclose: A method for generating a 
representation of an image, comprising: generating image data representing an image 
(please note Figs.2 and 4, item 260 the image processor, column 7 lines 24-26) writing 
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the generated image data to a storage device via a first communications network data 
(please note Figs.2 and 4 item 280 column 7 lines 28-31 where the image data which 
was processed by the processor is stored in the memory 280) reading the stored image 
data from the storage device via the first communications network (please note column 
7 lines 38-49) generating instructions corresponding to the read image data and 
generating a representation of the image in accordance with the instructions (please 
note column 10 lines 21-28). However Bradley et al do not disclose: transmitting a 
notice of the generated image data having been written to the storage device via a 
second communications network different than the first communications network. On 
the other hand Ariga discloses: transmitting a notice of the generated image data having 
been written to the storage device via a second communications network different than 
the first communications network (please note Ariga, column 5 lines 39-49 where the 
notification is sent by the server to the LAN). Therefore it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in art at the time of the invention to modify On et al' and Bradley 
et al, s invention according to the teaching of Ariga, where Ariga in the same filed of 
endeavor teach the way modification was made to the On et al and Bradley et al to user 
the pstn network to notify the LAN network as of the status of the reception of the data 
for the purpose of making the transmission of data more effective. 

Regarding claim 13 Bradley et al disclose: A method according to claim 12, 
wherein: the dedicated links have a first bandwidth; and links within the second 
communications network have a second bandwidth less than the first bandwidth (please 
note column 4 lines 23-49). 
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5. Claim 12 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bradley et al (U.S. 
Patent 6,466,328) in view of Ariga (U.S. patent 6,415,331), and further in view of On et al (U.S. 
patent 6,175,428). 

Regarding claim 12 Neither Bradley et al nor Ariga disclose: A method according 
to claim 1 1, wherein: the generated image data is generated raster image data the 
generated image representation is one of a color proof of the image and the image the 
generated raster image data is written to the storage device via a first dedicated 
communications link within the first communications network and the stored raster 
image data is read from the storage device via a second dedicated communications link 
within the first communications network. On the other hand On et al disclose: A method 
according to claim 11, wherein: the generated image data is generated raster image 
data (please note column 7 lines 31-33) the generated image representation is one of a 
color proof of the image and the image the generated raster image data is written to the 
storage device via a first dedicated communications link within the first communications 
network and the stored raster image data is read from the storage device via a second 
dedicated communications link within the first communications network (please note 
column 7 lines 25-35). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art at the 
time of the invention to modify Ariga and Bradley et al, s invention according to the 
teaching of On et al, where On et al in the same filed of endeavor teach the way 
modification data generated is raster data and stored in the memory containing raster 
data for the purpose of making the whole system more effective. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 6-10 and 14- 18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

The feature of print driver to further being configured to transmit to the image processor, Via the 
first communication network a product identifier for a destination storage device at which the 
image data generated by the image processor is to be stored in combination with the other 
element of the claims makes the claims object able. 

Contact Information 

> Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Saeid Ebrahimi-Dehkordy whose telephone number 
is (703) 306-3487 . 

The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 
5:30 p.m. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kimberly Williams, can be reached at (703) 305-4863. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306, or (703) 308-9052 (for formal communications; please 
mark 

"EXPEDITED PROCEDURE") 



Or: 
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(703) 306-5406 (for informal or draff communications, please label 

"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 
Hand delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group Receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4750. 

Saeid Ebrahimi-Dehkordy 
Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unit 2626 
October 27 2004^ — i 




